






































































































































Tracy .. Oehler 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Sarah Bryant , 
Monday, July 25, 2022 12:13 PM 
City Clerk 
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC 

Dear Ventura City Council Members, \ 

Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has _decided to move forwa rd with replacing the 
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas i~ requesting the California Public 
Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the Genera l Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing 
compressor station, while knowing that the tota l cost fo r the project will be closer to $464 ~ii lion, ultimately a cost 
ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new compressor 
station is p.lanned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas' 
GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes, an 
elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor station. in Cal ifornia (and t,o our knowledge, 
the entire country) is situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning. 

We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the GRC as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy, and 
known threats posed to the health and safety of our community, The GRC has a limited ability to explore project 
necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC 
and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduce local harms and safety risk . By i'ntervening, the City 
can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of 
Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides opportuni ty for a hard look at 
both purpose and need, and requires environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this 
will meet the City's long-standing demand for fu ll environmenta l review of the project and provide a· forum to look 
into the proposed doubling of compressor capacity, mit igation for project impacts, and alternatives such as 
relocating to a less popu lated locat ion. 

When a pol luting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City Council stood alongside their 
community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the Ventura City Council does 
not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of this 
project at the state level. 

Sincerely, 

Sarah Bryant 

Sent from my iPhone 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when 
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them!<< 



Tracy Oehler 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear City Clerk and Council, 

Samantha Hamilto n 

Monday, July 25, 2022 12:14 PM 
City Clerk 
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC 

I am absolutely in support of the request below for the city to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC as described 
below. Please consider the health and wellbeing-of our community and the land that we will leave to the 
next generations when making your decisions. 

Thank you, 

Samantha Hamilton 

Dear Ventura City Council Members, 

Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with 
replacing the Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is 
requesting the California Public Util ities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate 
Case (GRC) to replace the existing compressor station, while knowing that the total cost for the project will 
be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this 
project as a "modernizationn but the new compressor station is planned to more than double the 
horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas' GRC application, they fail to 
disclose the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes, an elementary school 
and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor sfation in California (and to our knowledge, the entire 
country) is situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning. 

We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the GRC as a mechanism to streamline a. project of this size, 
controversy, and known threats posed to the health and safety of our community. The GRC has a limited 
ability to explore project necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs 
to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduce local 
harms and safety risk. By intervening, the City can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and 
require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). 
Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides opportunity for a hard look at both purpose and need, and 
requ ires environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this will meet the City's 
long-standing demand for full environmental review of the project and provide a forum to look into the 
proposed doubling of compressor capacity, mitigation for project impacts, and alternatives such as 
relocating to a less populat~d location. · 

When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City Council stood 
alongside their community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the 
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Ventura City Council does not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to 
influence the outcome of this project at the state level. 

Sincerely, 

Samantha Dae Hamilton 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when 
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them! << 
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Tracy Oehler 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Todd Schrecengost < 

Monday, July 25, 2022 12:00 PM 
City Clerk 
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC 

Dear Ventura City Council Members, 

Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move fo rward with replacing the 
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded faci lity. SoCalGas is requesting the California Public 
Ut ilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in t he General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing 
compressor station, while knowing that the total cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ultimately a cost 
ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new compressor 
station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas' 
GRC application, they fai l to disclose the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes, an 
elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor station in Cal ifornia (and to our knowledge, 
the entire country) is situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learning. 

We cannot allow SoCa lGas to use t he GRC as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, cont roversy, and 
known threats posed to the health and safety of our community. The GRC has a limited ability to explore project 
necessity and environmenta l impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC 
and we igh in on the project to push for alternatives t hat reduce local harms and safety risk. By intervening, the City 
can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of 
Public Conven ience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, t he CPCN process provides opportunity for a hard look at 
both purpose and need, and requires environmenta l review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, t his 
will meet the City's long-standing demand for full environmental review of the project and provide a forum to look 
into the proposed doubling of compressor capacity, mitigation fo r project impacts, and alternatives such as 
relocating to a less populated location. 

When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City Council stood alongside their 
community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the Ventura City Council does 
not have loca l control over th is project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of t his 
project at t he state level. 

Sincere ly, 

Todd Schrecengost 

Todd Schrecengost 
Marketing Manager, Patagonia Provisions 

Sausalito, CA 94965 

®-- n.~o,n ut 
V "LAMET 
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Tracy Oehler 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Amy K. Garrahan 
Monday, Ju ly 25, 2022 12:26 PM 
City Clerk 
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC 

Dear Ventura City Counci l Members, 

Despite st rong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCa lGas has decided to move forwa rd with replacing the 
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facilit y. SoCalGas is requesting the Ca lifornia Public 
Uti l it ies Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in t he General Rate Case (GRC) to replace t he exist ing 
compressor station, while knowing t hat the total cost for the project wil l be closer to $464 mill ion, ult imately a cost 
ratepayers will have to bear. SoCa lGas continues to sp in this project as a "modernization" but t he new compressor 
station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas' 
GRC applicat ion, t hey fa il to disclose t he project is located in a residential neighborhoo_d, across from homes, an 
elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor station in California (and to our knowledge, 
the entire country) is situated so close to homes and where children spend their days learn ing. 

We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the GRC as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy, and 
known threats posed to the healt h and safety of our community. The GRC has a limited ability to explore proiect 
necessity and environmenta l impacts and alternatives. The City of Vent ura needs t o intervene in t he SoCalGas GRC 
and weigh in on t he project to push for alternatives t hat reduce local harms and safety risk. By intervening, the City 
can push for this project to be pu lled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas to file an appl ication for a Certificate of 
Publ ic Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN" ). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides opportunity for a hard look at 
both purpose and need, and requires environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission ~equires a CPCN, this 
will meet t he City's long-standing demand for f ull environmental review of t he project and provide a forum to look 
into the proposed doubling of compressor capacity, mitigation for project impact s, and alternatives such as 

···'re locat ing to a less populated locat ion. 

When a pollut ing powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City Council stood alongside their 
community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on t he project . Although the Ventura City Council does 
not have local control·over t his project, you st ill have the ability to do more to influence t he outcome of t his 
project at the state level. 

Sincerely, 

Amy Garrahan 

CAUTION: This email originated from outside the City of Ventura. Exercise caution when 
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 
>> Please verify all links and attachments before opening them I << 
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Tracy Oehler 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Sarah Ebe 
Monday, July 25, 2022 12:31 PM 
City Clerk 
-EXT- CLOSED SESSION Agenda Item 2: Intervene in the SoCalGas GRC 

Dear Ventura City Council Members, 

Despite strong opposition from residents in Ventura, SoCalGas has decided to move forward with replacing the 
Ventura Compressor Station with a much larger and expanded facility. SoCalGas is requesting the California Public 
Utilities Commission (CPUC) approve $233 million in the General Rate Case (GRC) to replace the existing 
compressor station, while knowing that the tota l cost for the project will be closer to $464 million, ult imately a cost 
ratepayers will have to bear. SoCalGas continues to spin this project as a "modernization" but the new compressor 
station is planned to more than double the horsepower of the existing compressor station's capacity. In SoCalGas' 
GRC application, they fail to disclose the project is located in a residential neighborhood, across from homes, an 
elementary school and Boys and Girls Club. No other gas compressor station in California (and to our knowledge, 
the entire country) is situated so close to homes and ~here children spend their days learning. 

We cannot allow SoCalGas to use the GRC as a mechanism to streamline a project of this size, controversy, and 
known threats posed to the health and safety of our community. The GRC has a limited ability to explore project 
necessity and environmental impacts and alternatives. The City of Ventura needs to intervene in the SoCalGas GRC 
and weigh in on the project to push for alternatives that reduce local harms and safety risk. By intervening, the City 
can push for this project to be pulled out of the GRC and require SoCalGas to file an application for a Certificate of 
Public Convenience and Necessity ("CPCN"). Unlike a GRC, the CPCN process provides opportun ity for a hard look at 
both purpose and need, and requires environmental review under CEQA. If the Commission requires a CPCN, this 
will meet the City's long-standing demand for full environmental review of the project and provide a forum to look .. 
into the proposed doubling of compressor capacity, mitigatio.n for project impacts, and alternatives such as 
relocating to a less populated location. 

I 
When a polluting powerplant was being proposed in the City of Oxnard, Oxnard City Council stood alongside their • 
community and became an intervener in the CPUC hearings on the project. Although the Ventura City Council does 
not have local control over this project, you still have the ability to do more to influence the outcome of t his 
project at the state level. 

Sincerely, 

Sarah Ebe 

.Sarah Ebe 
Environmental Grants Proqrarn Officer i Climate, .A.9ricu ltu re 131. Civic Engagemen t I Patagon ia 




